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assertions.   Earl FitzwilHam, denied that the retention of Ocza-koff, or even   Akerman, would in   the slightest  degree injure British interests.  Lord Porchester reprobated the ambitious conduct of the Prime Minister, which almost led him to hope that Prance might recover her strength, so as to check his career. The country, he added, was in the deepest distress,1 and would be ruined by the hostilities now imminent.   The Earl of Carlisle declared that Russia was naturally our friend, and that we ought to have formed alliances that were useful, not such as would drag us into a criminal war.   The naval armament against Spain had  served   merely to "pillage the  public and make a show between  Portsmouth and the  Isle of Wight"   Lord Stormont then treated  the House to a disquisition on Turkish history to prove that the Porte had always been the tool of France against the two Empires; and it was her game we now were asked to play.   For the rest,it would be "extremely disagreeable" to send a fleet into the Baltic if Sweden, deserted by us, showed herself unfriendly.   The Duke of Richmond damned the proposal with faint   praise,   and   he   was   guardedly   followed   by  the   Lord Chancellor, Thurlow,   Nevertheless, Ministers held their own by ninety-seven votes to thirty-four.
On the same day Pitt brought the matter before the Commons in a somewhat cold and ineffective manner.   He showed that the interests of Europe demanded the restoration of the old boundaries in the   East;   and that the weakening of Turkey would undermine the defensive system which we had formed with Prussia. From the meagre report of his speech it would appear that he did  not refer to the importance   of upholding  Poland  or  of hindering the approach of Russia to the Mediterranean.   Consequently all the life and glow of the debate was on the side of the Opposition.   Coke of Norfolk, in a characteristically acrid speech, declared that he believed neither in the abilities nor the integrity of the Prime Minister, who now, as in the case of the Spanish  dispute, bade  them  throw away the nation's money without showing a single reason why.   Lambton followed in the same vein, asserting that a war with Russia would yield no prize in galleons and ingots, but merely in bear-skins.  At what point, he asked, had Russia injured our interests or insulted our honour? Doubtless Ministers had promised the King of Prussia to go to
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